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REMARKS 

The outstanding Office Action and applied art have been carefiiUy considered. Claims 1. 
2 and 4-18 are pending in the application. Claims 19-27 have been previously withdrawn from 
consideration. Claim 1 has been amended by way of the present amendment 

In the outstanding Office Action, claims 1-18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, 2"^ 
paragr^h, as failing to set forth the subject matter which applicant(s) regard as the invention; 
and claims 1-10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable ovcrfiiif&iai 
(U.S. Patent No. 4,043,749) or Kelley (U.S. Patent No. 5, 1 3 ] ,9 1 8) or AntQS (U.S. Patent No. 
4,078,378) in view of Elgarhy et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,549,963), Elgarhv (U.S. Patent No. 
5,681.620), CsUier (U.S. Patent No. 6,387,448) andPacifici(U.S. Patent No. 5,925,149). 

Claim 1 has been amended to clarify the invention. In particular, claim 1 has been 
amended to recite: 

dFyjgg-using infra-red tn dry ty^^. ^H'.n\^ a drying zone having a 
t^perature in the range from seventy-five degrees Celsius to 
* ninety-five degrees Celsius (75-95 *C) for a time sufficient to 
allow the stairiblocker composition to react with the nylon yam in 
the textile sur&ce. 

Support for the amendment is provided at least at page 14, line 24 to page 15, line 25; and 
shown at least in FIG 3, reference 28' of the specification. Therefore, Applicants respectfiilly - 
submit the amendment raises no question of new matter. 

SSU.S,C §n21teJectiona 

Claims 1-18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12. 2"'* paragraph, as failing to set forth the 
subject matter which B|ipUcant(s) regard as the invention. AppUcants respectfully traverse die 
rejection. 

The outstanding Office Action has noted that the arguments of the previous response 
emphasized avoidance of the use of steam in the method of the present invention. In particular, 
the outstanding Office Action suggests that this line of argument indicates steam would be a 
critical element of the invention and that "any critical limitations must be claimed." 

However, it is respectfiilly submitted that the present response in no way suggests that 
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steam or the avoidance of steam is a "critical limitation" of the present invention. Instead, the 
argtiments of the present response are based on limitations that are positively and explicitly 
recited as a part of ttie amended claim language. TTierefote. AppUcants respectfully submit that 
the present claims do set forth the subject matter which AppHcants as the invention and 

request the outstanding 35 U.S.C. §112. paragraph, rejection be withdrawn. 

35U.S.Cil03Rejecliaas 

Claims 1-18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as bemg unpatentable over Hjrffinsa or 
iMlXorAatonmviewofElgaibXStd..Elffllhx.Qimffiandte^ AppKcantsreq)ectfially 
traverse the rejection. 

Huffinan teaches a process for dying nylon carpet using a cationic dye and an acid dye. ' 
Kelly discloses the process for making multicolored carpet by dyeing the acid dyeable fibers a 
desired color while leaving the cationic portion undyed.^ Anton discloses a polyamide filament 
that has an acid dyeable polyamide core surrounded by a cationic dyeable polyamide sheath.^ As 
indicated in the outstanding Office Action, Huffiasa, Kdk and Anton each disclose dyeing the 
polyamide fibers or carpets *^vith both acid dyes and cationic dyes,*^ 

However, neither Huffing, ^ nor implicitly or cxpUcitly dbclose, as recited in 
claim 1: 

Applying a stainblocker composition to the textile surface of the 
article (eniphasis added). 

That is, neitherHaffaaa, KsflxtiorAatoa disclose a dyed substrate with a stainblocker, 
as recited in claim 1 of invention. 

Therefore, it is respectfiUly submitted that neither H^toao. KsUj; nor ^fflsa!, whether 
taken alone or in combination, disclose, suggest or make obvious the limitations of claimed 
mvention and that dnm 1 . and claims dependent thereon, patentably distinguish thereover 



Ijoffinas at column 2, lines 45-49. 
Kelley at column 2; lines 36 - 39. 
AfilfiD at Abstract 

* Office Action mailed March 10. 2004. page 2. p^sraph4. and linea 1-3. 
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Elsarhygta] discloses the method of making a partiaUy phosphated and partially 
sulfonated ,^1 resin.^ In particular, Blg^^^yptal discloses using a *1reating solution" for nylon 
66 samples with 2.0% resol "at f,pHof2.S and at 75-C for a period of 20 minutes!' In addition, 
^^y^^ discloses that after the nylon sample is treated the sample is dried at 120°C for 20 
minutes.^ 

However, Elgarhyetal nowhere discloses, as recited in amended claim 1 : 

having a temperature in the range from seventy-five degrees 
Celsius to ninety-five degrees Celsius (75-95 °C) for a time 
sufficient to allow the stainblocker composition to react with the 
nylon yam in the textile surGace (en^hasis added). 

That is, the claimed invention explicitly recites both a method for diying the fibers (i.e., 
^'usinginfia-redenergytodiythearticle/'asrecitediiidaim I) and a tempemture i^ge for 
diying the fibers (i.e.. "75-95 *C." as rcdfed in claim I) that are patentably distinct from the 
method disclosed bv Elgarhv et a^ . 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that neittier Hoffinan, Kelly , Anton nor Elgarbvet 
aL whether taken alone or in combination, disclose, suggest or make obvious the limitations of 
claimed invention and that claim 1, and claims dependent thereon, patentably distinguish 
thereover. 

ElgaHlX discloses the process for imparting stain resistance, liglit fastness and wash 
fastness to a fibrous substrate." TTie chemical composition mcludes a water soluble sulfonated 
aromatic-aldehyde condensation product, and hydroflurosilicic acid or a water soluble salt.*^ Tlie 
stain resist was padded onto the carpet and then the cazpet was steamed for 3 minutes at 210«T 
(i.e., 99*0 without any pressure." 

However, Elga^^iy nowhere discloses, as recited in claim 1 : 

ttsinginfi^-red energy to dry the artide'm^^iym^2xmQ 
having a temperature in the range from seventy-five degrees 



I ElBffhyetal at ooluzim 2. lines 45 - 48 
Id. at column 8, lines 59 - 62. 
' fd, at column 12, fines 17-25. 
'Slgg^ at Abstract 
^id. a^col]iimi2, lines 55 - 60. 
'"/dL at c6tuniD S, Ifaies 4-9. 
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Celsius to ninety-five degrees Cebius (75-95 °CJ for a time 
sufBcient to allow the stainblocker composition to nsact with the 
nylon yara in the textile surface (emphasis added). 

That is, the claimed invention expUcitly recites both a method for drying the fibers (i.e., 
"U8iiiginfra-redenar8yt0drythearticle,"asrecitedinclaim 1) and a temperature range for 
drying the fibers (i.e., «75-95 as recited in claim 1) that are patentably distinct fe>m the 
method disclosed by Elgarhv . 

Therefore, it is respectfiiUy submitted that neither Hoflfoaii, Kellv. Anton nor Elgaifav, 
whether taken alone or in combination, disclose, suggest or make obvious the limitations of 
claimed invention and that claim 1. and claims dependent thereon, patentably distinguish 
thcFcover« 

^ ^^^^^ - ^ discloses the method of treating a substrate for bleach resistance. ' ' In 
particular, Collier etal discloses that the chemical composition includes a component selected 
from the groups of an anionically modified phenol fonnaldchyde polymer, a naphthalene 
condensate, a Ugnin sulfonate, methacryUc polymer; polyester, and water.*^ Further. Collier et 
al discloses steam is used with a stain resist product and the steam time is from 2 to 8 minutes." 
Moreover. Collier etal discloses that the substrate is dried either with forced air or micniwave 
heat.'* 

However, Cellia nowhere discloses, as recited in claim 1 : 

iising infra-red energy to dry the article in & drying zone 
havmg a temperature in the range 3&om seventy-five degrees 
Celsius to ninety-five degrees Celsius (75-05 °C) for a time 
sufficient to allow the stainblocker composition to react with the 
nylon yam in the textile surface (emphasis added). 

That is, the claimed invention explicitly recites both a method for drying the fibers (i.e.. 
•Hisingiiifia.r«len«gytodiythearticIe,»asrecitedinclaim 1) and a temperature range for 
drying the fibers (i.e., "75-95 °C," as recited in claim 1) that are patentably distinct fiom the 
method disclosed bv Collier . 



"/rf.atAbsiract. 
fd, at column 7, lines 45 - 50. 
Id at coltmm 7, lines 53 - 55. 
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to addition, including steam in the method accelerates the bleeding process dot the 
claimed invention is attempting to avoid. Tbm, QsHMMA teaches away .he claimed tnventioa 
by using steam. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that nelthwHaffean. JSMl^ Anto nor£alfiflC. 
whether taken alone or in combination, disclose, suggest or make obvious the limitations of 
claimed invention and that claim 1. and claims dependent thereon, patentably distinguish 
thereover. 

Pacifici discloses a method of dyeing nylon fiber with a first anionic dye and treated with 
a stainblocker. >^ In addition, £acifici discloses the dyed nylon fiber is mixed with the nylon 
fiber untreated by a stainblock^r, Furthcr,£acifia discloses the fiber is dyed with a second 
anionic dye of a color different from the color of the first anionic dye.^« 

However, Pacifici nowhere discloses, as claim 1, recites: 

^inginfra-redmergyiodrythearUdem^L^ir/^ 
havmg a temperature in the range from seventy-five d^srets 
Celsius to ninety-five degrees Celsius (75-95 °C) for a time 
sufficient to aUow the stainblocker composition to react with the 
nylon yam in the textile surface (emphasis added). 

That is, the claimed invention explicitly recites both amethod for drying the fibers (i e 
*^.singinfia-redenergytodrythearticle,"asrecitedinclaim 1) and a temperature ninge for 
doang the fibers (i.e., «75.95 -C," as recited in claim 1) that are patentably distinct from the 
method disclosed by Pacifici . 

Tlerefore. it is lespect&Uy submitted that neither Hoffinaa, Kelbi Ajiton nor Pacifici 
whether taken alone or in combination, disclose, suggest or make obvious the limitations of ' 
elamied invention and that claim 1. and claims dependent the«on. patentably distinguish 
thereover. 

In view of the above, each of the presently pending claims in this appUcation is believed 
tobemmmiediateconditionfcr allowance Accotdingly. the Btaminer is i^spectfiUly requested 
to wiflKtaw the outstanding i^ectiooofthe claims and to pass this application to 



'Pafiifteiftt Abstract 
Td. at column 3, Imu 61 - 65. 
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AppUcant believes no fee is due with this response. However, if a fee is due. please 
charge our Deposit Account No. 22-01 85. under Order No. 10253-00146.US ftom which the 
undersigned is authorized to draw. 

"^^^ 2004 Respectfully submitted, 

Myron Keith Wyche <^ ^ 

Registration No.: 47,341 
CONNOLLY BOVE LODGE & HUTZ LLP 
1990 M Street, N.W.. Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20036-3425 
(202)331-7111 
(202) 293-6229 (Fax) 
Attorney for Applicant 



11 



PAGE14/t4«RCVDATeM/20M4:13:Mro[East8ral)aylIgW p 



